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Arizona Department of Economic Security 
Conference Room 104 

1717 West Jefferson Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Arizona State University – Tom Rex 
University of Arizona – Alberta Charney1

Department of Economic Security – Linda Strock / Peter Kozy 
Department of Health Services – Richard Porter 
Department of Revenue - Karen Jacobs 
Department of Transportation – Jami Garrison 
Department of Water Resources – John Fortune 
Maricopa Association of Governments – Harry Wolfe, Anubhav Bagley 
Pima Association of Governments – Kristen Zimmerman 
Northern Arizona Council of Governments – Chris Fetzer 
Central Arizona Association of Governments – Jack Tomasik 
County Supervisors Association of Arizona - Beth Lewallen 
Southeastern Arizona Governments Organization – Rich Gaar 
Inter-Tribal Council of Arizona – Norm Petersen 
League of Arizona Cities & Towns – Tom Belshe 
Western Arizona Council of Governments – David Barber 
* City of Phoenix – Tim Tilton 
* State Land Department – Mila Hill 
* Yuma Metropolitan Planning Organization – Paul Melcher 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: 
Northern Arizona University 
Department of Commerce 
Department of Education 
The Navajo Nation 
*Department of Environmental Quality  
*Department of Insurance 
 
ALSO PRESENT: 
Samuel Colón, Department of Economic Security 
Jeffrey Hirshenson, Department of Economic Security 
Susan Kanzler, Department of Economic Security 
John Fan, Department of Economic Security 
Allen Barnes, Department of Economic Security 
Rosemary Soto, Department of Revenue 
Warren Brown, Ph.D., consultant, Cornell University  
 
*Non-voting member 
1Participating by teleconference 
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1. Call to Order. 
 
John Fortune called the meeting to order at 10:30 am.  He asked that everyone introduce themselves. 
 
2. Approval of Minutes of Prior POPTAC Meeting. 
 
John Fortune asked if there were any comments on the minutes from the prior meeting. Chris Fetzer 
remarked that the minutes had been too condensed.  John Fortune then called for a motion to approve 
the minutes. A motion to approve the minutes was made by Linda Strock and seconded by Norm 
Petersen and approved. 
 
3. New business/Call to the audience. 
 
There was no new business. 
 
4. Selection of 2006 POPTAC Chair. 
 
Linda Strock nominated Richard Porter as the 2006 Poptac Chairman. It was seconded by Jami 
Garrison. The vote was unanimous.  
 
5. Review of 2006 POPTAC Calendar 
 
The new POPTAC schedule for 2006 was distributed. Four meetings were proposed and others are to be 
added as needed. A discussion was held regarding possible meeting conflicts. None were noted and the 
schedule was accepted though no formal vote was taken. 
 
6. Recommendation of July 1 2005 Population Estimates 

 
Linda Strock reported that the DES audit revealed some inconsistencies between the data reported and 
the data on file.  In some cases, the inconsistencies were due to reporting errors and have been corrected.  
In other cases, the inconsistencies were more extensive and required additional information.  DES 
reported that some of the data required as a result of the audit process has not been received.  DES 
determined that many jurisdictions are using building permits rather than completions. A survey is in 
progress to determine which method was used by each jurisdiction and DES is still waiting for many of 
the responses. DES will not be able to revise the draft estimates until all responses are received.   
 
There was discussion about deferring the action on estimates to a future meeting.  Linda Strock 
explained that DES must submit estimates prior to a statutory deadline of December 15th.  She also 
stated that DES will make corrections at a later date as requested data becomes available.  She stated 
that POPTAC could choose to take action on the interim product, provide suggested parameters or take 
no action.  There was no action taken on the July 1, 2005 estimates. 
 
Warren Brown reviewed data quality issues for the Composite Method.  First, there is a the problem in 
open enrollment when a person lives in one school district but goes to school in another county.  Second, 
Drivers Licenses have had an ongoing problem with data consistency over time, which resulted in the 
need to estimate data for 2000 to 2003.  DES just learned that military personnel with expired licenses 
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were inadvertently included in the database.  This is not significant for the state, but does present a 
problem in Yuma and Cochise counties which have large numbers of military personnel.  DES 
developed a procedure to make the data consistent with prior years.  There were questions regarding 
whether an average of methods (HUM and Composite) is more accurate than one method alone.  Dr. 
Brown stated that the evaluation of the estimates methods determined that the average of two methods is 
more accurate than either method used alone. 
 
There was a question regarding whether the addition of some other method could improve the accuracy.  
Tom Rex pointed out that the main problem is really the data itself.  Until we can get more accurate and 
timely data from the reporting agencies, it is very difficult to provide more accurate estimates, regardless 
of the methods used.   
 
Harry Wolfe stated for the record that he was not comfortable with the estimate numbers as they 
currently existed. He said that while the permit versus completion issue was not a problem for Maricopa, 
the fact that it was everywhere else was of great concern to him. Linda Strock agreed that there were 
unresolved issues and that DES did not consider the estimates to be a finished product.   
 
6. Status of 2006-2055 State and County Projections 
 
Susan Kanzler said that there were two major projection updates for this year.  One was the 
transformation of migration data from 5-year cohorts to single years of age.  The other was the use of 
long-term state level population projections as a limiting factor for the years between 2030 and 2055.  
Long-term county populations were controlled with reference to share of state growth.  Projections in 
the short term will be re-examined in regard to vital statistics.  A trial revision to Mohave County was 
performed prior to the meeting which brought the number of deaths up to a level reflecting historical 
values.  The use of fertility and survival rates based on data by Councils of Government rather than by 
counties or other regional aggregations is a probable factor in the discrepancies.  A discussion was held 
regarding water supply availability and the related constraints on population growth. 
 
7. Adjournment 
 
Meeting was adjourned by John Fortune at approximately 12:15 PM 
. 
 
 


